Types of structure among English parish churches by Handy, Alden Groce
Boston University
OpenBU http://open.bu.edu
Theses & Dissertations Dissertations and Theses (pre-1964)
1936
Types of structure among English
parish churches
https://hdl.handle.net/2144/19788
Boston University
·--·r 
.1'\... T .. f 
I' II 
l 
I ii - - -- l :;: ~ 
BOSTON UNIVERSITY 
GRADUA Tl<~ SCHOOL 
THESIS 
OF STRUCTURE .AI,:ONG 
ENGLISH PARISH CHURCHES 
by ALDEli HAHDY 
s. B., BOSTON tmi1r.J£RsiTY, 1g24. 
Submitted in partial fulfilment of I j' 
i !i the requirements for the defree of 
!j 
I' ,I 
:! 
Master of Arts, 1936. 
il 
'i 
l1 
I' il 
'I 
I 
I! 
, 
~~~~"·-'~~-~-"-... _----~-1-~-,-.,_.,. . __ .. --EW-illllllllllllllllllilliiiZE_m ___ 1 
'I brZ i 
----~---- ---
·- --
TYPES OF STRUCTURE 
AlviOHG 
ENGLISH PARISH CHURC:HES 
·I 
--···------
------ -
-- ---- - ---- ·-------·- ---

• 
I 
II ,, 
i 
i: 
I 
I 
'I 
1: 
~ ~- -~----.------------ ·-- ---------------- ------· 
. -- -------- --- ------
--· ~--·-- ------·---------· -- ·--·---·---· ...... . 
1 
A. The object of this paper is to present as clearly and 
simply as possible the development of the plan of the English 
parish church from the earliest times to its culmination 
(i. e. from the 5th to the 16th c.) and to supplement this 
with specific examples where appropriate material was obtain-
able. Emphasis has been placed upon plans and illustrations 
upon which the text is merely a commentary. 
B. I General Considerations 
II Types of Structure, 
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TYPES OF STRUCTURE AMONG ENGLISH PARISH CHURCHES 
I 
Accepting, with the new historians, the dawn of modern 
history as beginning with the first traces of man in Egypt there 
are three recent outstanding phenomena resulting from the con-
fluence of strikingly dissimilar racial types - in Greece - in 
England - in America; the first, resplendent and tragically 
shotr lived, the second of slow and vigorous, oaken growth, the 
third --- we are still adolescent enough as a people not to like 
being reminded of it. 
In the second, which has long interested the writer - in 
England - political, literary, and religious history are unique-
ly and indissolubly linked together by the universities. That 
the existence of the latter was first justified by the church 
and its needs in the Middle Ages even a cursory survey of English 
ecclesiastical history will show. But it was not always so. 
I 
Concerning the ancient castles. and church structures of 
I England, not 
I Norman times 
a single great building dating from earlier than 
is extant, as far as can be ascertained, though we 
•· II II 
li 
I 
I 
II 
11 
believe many imposing Anglo-Saxon structures had been built 
similar to the sw£11 lOth c. saxon cathedral at North Elmham1 , 
Norfolk. 
8 
Thus, for a practically unbroken record of England's history 
from the return of the Christianized Rorr~ns as monks with st. Aug-
ustine in A. D. 598 until the Dissolution of the Monasteries by 
Henry VIII, embracing a period of roughly a thousand years, we 
have but one source,her lesser churches, of wluch the majority al-
ways were or have long since become parish churches. An idea of 
the progress of these structures is afforded by comparing the 
diminutive Bradwell Church, Essex, ca. 660 (Flo 4) with the mag-
nificent church at Lavenham, Suffolk, 15th- 16th c. (Pls.?O & ?2) 
i. e. from the earliest crude Saxon remains to the last great 
flower of English Gothic. 
Until very recently it has been often reiterated that the 
!') parish church antedated all others by several hundred years~ Ex-
cavations of the past generation have shown this to be true only 
if the remark be confined to extant and usable structures. Though 
the great cathedrals with the abbey, priory and collegiate church-
es, form largo and extraordinarily complex, informative groups, by 
far the largest and, fortunately, the simplest is that of the par-
ish churches and it is with the fundBL1ental types of structure 
. 
1 A. w. Clapham & W. H. Godfrey - The Saxon Cathedral of Elm-
ham. 1 Antlq. ~our. VI,p. 402 
2 F. Bond - English Church Architecture v. I, P• 180 
l 
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among them that this paper is concerned. 
The absorbing history of the organization and maintenance of 
the "parish" and the functions of the parish priest would fill a 
large volume and cannot be dealt with here though they had a direct: 
bearing on the development of parochial architecture. The increas- : 
I 
ed,power of the priest in tho lOth c. when he was granted "the cure 
il 
of souls and a burial ground"1 resulted in large tracts of land be-
1 
ing given for the support of the church, the income being divided 
into four eq_ual parts between the bishop, the priest, the church 
building and the poor. IVhile Sussex and other southern counties 
were always very poor the churches of Somerset (Evercrcech, Fl. 
in the west and Norfolk, Lincoln, and York in the east bespeak 
great wealth at one time. 
Because of the complex English mind and its devious ways, 
apparently illogical muddle presented by such plans as one often 'I 
\I finds seems hardly to be explained but rather to have "just happen- :1 
ad" • But to say that the development of the parish church really 
was not logical is to say that we have an effect without a cause. 
They built with what they had at hand or could afford and in the 
style of the day - by custom. What makes the archaeologis~s task 
difficult is his search for links - and English sandstone disin-
tegrates very rapidly. 
There are almost as many classifications of parish church 
1 F. Bond - EnGlish Church Architecture v. I, P• 187 
("The Parish System") 
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types as there are authors and each has its pros and cons. It 
is evident, however, that many churches have developed accord-
ing to a certain preconceived plan ~ chancel, nave, transepts, 
aisles, etc. This constitutes, fortunately, a very large group. 
The others are each unique structures, such as one with three 
naves and one aisle (') and a separate bell tower, together with 
the most unexpected and disproportionately large auxiliary chap-
els sprouting from odd corners. These are architectural monstros-
ities but have often a quaint romantic charm resulting from the 
naive disregard of each builder for the fundamental idea in the 
original structure. It is almost as though one could liken the 
formal beauty and elegance of the first to an historical drama 
of Shakespeare and the roving, ambling whimsicality of the other 
to the essays of incomparable old Charles Lamb. Each is perfect 
in its setting. And it is delightful to see how often each is 
in its place as one roams the English countryside, particularly 
in the western and north-eastern counties. The humility and the 
pomp and power, thwarted ambitions and the culmination of a whole 
people's labors, poverty and fabulous wealth, the Black Death and 
a wonderful, healthy exuberance -- these are all written in the 
stones of a thousand years of English parish churches and far 
more truly than in those of the despotic and powerful bishops 
and abbots, because they express directly the religious ideas 
and aspirations of the whole people. They are symbols from their 
own hands, realized with the great impetus which, by a sort of 
negation, the corruption of the church, particularly in the 14th 
--- --~~ --- --~---- ---- ----
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c., had given those Medieval religious enthusiasts. 
The great wealth of such architectural remains in England 
constitutes literally an embarrassment of riches. For example, in 
the early 19th c. (ca. 1825) the county of Norfolk alone had ?56 
parish churches. It has thus been found necessary to limit the 
work to a presentation of documentary evidence in the form Of plans 
and general elevations where obtainable together with photographs· 
showing as well as possible the main features of the various types 
--- the variants are legion. It is obvious that treatment of de-
tails such as mouldings, piers, arches, buttresses, etc. was out 
of the question. Even so conspicuous a determinant as tower:and 
spire structure could be little more than indicated; hence, only a 
few outstanding types of the latter are included. One of the i~ 
portant yet occasionally most misleading features of a church ---
its chief portal- is a subject of great fascination. On it vol-
umes have been written. Here it has been very briefly treated, 
only a selection of the most distinctive types having been in-
eluded. But for England's truly impressive church doors one must, 
in general, go to the abbeys and cathederals. 
Likewise, the treatment of even main features of interiors 
has been restricted to a very few cases where the naves were both 
'-
unique and highly important in English architectural history. 
While it is a platitude to state that a building may expand 
in all three planes it is perhaps not so obvious that the increase 
in height of any of its parts generally is dependant upon some 
change required in its floor-space, or, mathematically, the height 
~- -----··-~--·-
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is the dependant variable while the width and length, particularly 
the latter, are independant variables. An exception must be made 
in the case ot towers and spires which, while aesthetically pleas-
ing, have the sole utilitarian tunction ot holding bells or (in 
former times) lanterns. Emphasis has thus been placed upon plans, 
each having been selected tor clarity and for the maximum amount 
of pertinent information conveyed. Upon consulting original sources 
one tinds many pages of wordy and superfluous description ot ac-
company plans which, with intelligent scrutiny and the aid ot an 
accurate scale, are largely self-evident. Pictures, obviously, are 
the source ot information in architectural study and in this papej 
all subsequent text is supplementary to them. 
I 
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TYPES OF STRUCTURE 
Francis Bond reminds us that we must never begin with the 
assumption of an "original church of such and such a plan • • • • 
That is a priori reasoning and belongs properly to the department 
of imaginative literature"1 • The writer agrees with his advice to 
take the church structure always as one finds it and, by elimina-
tion, gradually work back to find what earlier and, it possible, 
the earliest structures must have been like. This is the rational 
method of the scientist. Many writers on English architecture 
have started with preconceived ideas, resulting in the presentation 
of a contused and distorted picture, hopelessly inadequate. Of 
course, in presenting one's facts as Bond does, he begins at the 
(tor him) the beginning, merely showing us the "reel" in the reverse 
order from that in which he con~tructed his evolution-picture, 
much as Edgar Wallace wrote his mysteries --- the last chapter 
first. 
The most thoughtful and scholarly treatment of parish church-
es2•3 which has come to the writer's attention is that given by 
1 F. Bond - English Church Architecture v. I p. 234 
J. c. Cox - The English Parish Church 338 pp. 
3 G. A. Greening-Lamborn - Parish Churches 
-----!I --------------------::-""·-_c.:.:.=-· 
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14 A simplification of his seven divisions seems hardly 
possible, yet the writer prefers to consider parochial architect-
ure as represented by but two main types (1) the basilican and 
(2) the cruciform. All others are really minor variants of these 
excepting the very few round churches. 
The earliest Christian architecture yet found in England is 
indicated by the plans of Silchester (Pl. 1) and Reculver (Pl. 2). 
The former church is discussed on page 27, as is also that at 
Brixworth (Pl. 22 and P• 30) which so closely resembles it in 
original plan as to suggest one of a similar Roman type formerly 
on the ~e spot, although the present structure is of distinctly 
Saxon mE..sonry. . 
1. In the characteristic Saxon basilica, of which England 
possesses so many good examples while the continent has practically 
none, the nave was longer and narrower than in the later Norman 
work and the tower, usually at the west end was higher and more 
slender. Compare Earls Barton (Pl. 28) and Sompting (Pl. 30) with 
the Norman tower of st. Peter's, Northampton (Pl. 44). As already 
stated, the simple old basilican form, possibly of Southern European 
origi~was the nuclear structure, the basis for many variants. En-
largement of such churches usually began with lengthening of the 
nave westward, followed often by extension of the choir and sanct-
uary-eastward and (in the larger churches) a further extension as a 
Lady Chapel. Expansion continued usually by construction of new 
1 F. Bond - Gothic Architecture in England pp. 212 • 22g 
2 " " - English Church Architecture v. I, PP• 177 - 277 
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15 
walls parallel to those of the nave and at several feet from the 
latter, then by knocking out archways in the nave walls, thus ad-
mitting light from the aisles, after columns had been inserted in 
new niches in these original nave walls - a naive yet practical 
expedient. The aisle roofs, like the nave roots, were usually 
timbered, rarely vaulted, except in richly endowed structures 
which had been completed about as originally planned (though one 
cannot often be sure of this). The next expansion was that of ex-
tending these aisles along a part or all of the chancel but witb 
often a lower root than that over the nave because of the desire 
for the eastern clerestory windows to admit as much light as poe-
sible.(see p. 16) While raising of the nave walls to provide 
clerestory window space was usually resorted to it was by no means 
universal, though many examples of this may be fopnd. The stupid 
practice of erecting separately supported roots over the new aisles 
1 2 
was even occasionally resorted to as at Ledbury ' (Pls. 8 and 9) 
(where one may still see the Norman west door which here, as~ 
Often done, was carried literally westward when the old Norman nave 
was replaced with various Gothic additions. They were fond of these 
Norman portals.) It was customary and often still is to erect 
altars to the apostles or patron saints in the east end of these 
new aisles. While the great increase in number and size of the 
1 c. H. Walker - Parish Churches of England Pl. 3 
2 Royal Commission on Historical Monuments - Herefordshire, 
• t 1 
v. II, p. 101 
r ------
~t -- -- -----·----
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16 
parish churches began in the early 12th c. it was not for nearly 
a hundred years t~t they accepted this innovation of aisling both 
the choir and sanctuary. Even then the aisles were often narrower 
than those of the nave. The first instances where they are of the 
same width and height according to Bondl, are at North Walshem·,-
I 
Norfolk (1381) and St. Nicholas, Lynn, Norfolk (1413- 1419)(Pl. 12] 
(That or Norman St. Peters, Northampton (Pl. 43) looks to be of 
this form but is of much simpler interior arrangement, no provision 
for choir and sanctuary being indicated, with the altar place~as 
shown, directly before the east window.) Thus, the final large 
rectangular form with or without its western tower(separate, as at 
Ledbury (Pl. 8)) was round highly acceptable architecturally and 
admirably suited to the ritual. It was frequently adopted in toto 
from the late 14th c. to the very end of Gothic building. 
2. The second, or cruciform plan is the nucleus or much 
greater church building. It was of distinctly Norman, not Saxon, 
origin and reached its height in their greater 12th• c. structures. 
Many or the cathedrals still have such foundations, at least in 
part. But the Normans were wise in the exercise or their power 
and learned from their new subjects. They readily utilized the 
old bi-partite form of the Saxon churches. Their own earlier church~ 
II 
es were not left as at Bartreston (Pl. 31) but as at Iffley (Pl. 36) 
(late 12th c., e. end, 13th c.) and were often extended eastward, 
thus dividing the chancel into choir and sanctuary, when a tower 
lj 
was then extended over the choir as at Stewkley (Pl. 42). ~~~ 
------------: 
1 F. Bond - English Church Architecture v. I p. 193 111 
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As population increased so did the needs and wealth of the 
church and transepts were added tor the new congregation so that 
where the high altar had not been moved far back they, too, could 
see the celebrants of the mass and the elevation of the Host. 
Early and non-expanding Norman churches seldom had the continental 
semicircular apse (Pls. 3 and a, also Bengeo, Pls. 3 and 5). The 
English fondness tor a bright light to the east over their altars 
and their later desire to display their skill in stained glass both 
determined the flat east end tor small churches as well as great 
after the 12th c. with but rare exceptions. 
The simplest and clearest exposition of the development of 
the English cruciform church plan is that presented at length by 
Bondl describing the evolution of Wakefield Cathederal (made a cath~ 
edral in 1888 but still a parish church during the period with I 
which we are concerned) formerly All Hallows Church, Wakefield, I 
Yorkshire, (1100- 1530) (Pls. 15- 17.)It is, briefly, as follows:.:. 
Pl. 15 "fig. 1" ca. 1100 Norman cruciform (note spiral stair 
s. 
in s. w. corner of transept) 
"fig. 2" ca. 1150 Low and narrow north aisle added. 
" 3 
Pl. 16 
" 
4 
aisle walls and higher 
" 1220 s. aisle (wider than n. aisle) added 
• 1300 - 1329? New and larger chancel, new II 
aisle roofs (peculiar details of structure3 
given). 
II 
-----------------------11 
II 
2 c. Baedeker - Great Britain (1910) p. 443 11 
3 --'-='~•=cc:~~~~c:;;"-_c~:p;,-ccc'?}:fi=•~=p~;-c,c:;?l~- ~J-~ -- ----------- --- -------------------- -l 1 =~c•===•= c:c _____ _ 
1 F. Bond - English Church Architecture v. I, PP• 271 - 275 
! 
I 
1, 
-I 
, , "'" """" """""" -=--:-:-:-=:=----::-,:-====== =======-------=--
"fig. 5" ca. 1409 New detached tower erected. 
" 
6 " ? w. front and nave extended to tower. 
" 
7 ? Converted into a"great aisled parallel-
ogrem". 
Thus a highly interesting evolution brings the cruciform church of 
the 12th c. to the simple rectangle of the 15th c. Likewise, the 
simple 7th - lOth c. Saxon basilica has been shown to ha~e develop-~ 
..s 
ed into the colossal rectangle, in both cases ailed naves and 
" 
chancels being the ultimate form --- a rectangle --- the form with 
which they started many centuries beforel. It has long been popu-
lar and, since the 15th c., copied hundreds of times. The unaisled 
chancel form, however, is probably the most representative among 
English parish church plans, particularly of the larger and more 
pretentious middle and late Gothic types. (Boston, Pl. 11 4 ). 
Little discussion of the abortive forms is required. A study 
of the plans of Shere (Pl. 19), Bishopstone (Pl. 20) and Kirkdale 
memorial chapel was added to outdo that of some other (perhaps) 
rival family and thus satisfy personal vanity, adding to an archi-
tectural nondescript often of great historical signifigance. 
I 3. The round churches of England are in a class by themselves 
and are treated in detail on pp. 32 - 34. A~tchi tecturally they are I 
I 
1 The writer has found no one who agrees with this view. 
I 
II 
l 
!I 
l I 
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interesting but play no part in the development of the parish 
church. They were built in Norman and very early Gothic times. 
I 
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III 
SILCHESTER·, HAMPSHIRE 
The earliest remains of a Christian church yet discovered in 
England exist at Silchesteri•2, and though there is absolutely no-
thing to certainly date it, the foundations, excavated in 1892, 
show it to have been remarkably like the two continental churches 
I 
of Sts. Peter & Paul at Como, Italy (founded by St. Abundius ca. 490 
and or a church at Jatagan, Begetjo KDsu, Armenia (Pl. 1) and Cla~ 
ham2 therefore assumes it to be of the 4th c. From the 4th c. to the 
6th c. the only evidences of Christian churches are in Cornwall, 
Wales and Ireland • Unique among English churches, it shows the 
apse at the west end. It is not,of course, known.to what class it 
belonged, but from its diminutive size it is not perhaps more than 
a very obscure village church. Plate one enables one to compare 
Silchester with the Italian and Armenian churches. (The orientation 
1 Note: Silchester, AS. "Silceastre", "Caer-Segeint" of Romano-
British times and "Calleva" of the Romans was then of consider-
able 1mportance3 • I 
P• 13 I 2 A. w. Clapham - English Romanesque before the Conquest 
c. Baedeker - Great Britain (1910) P• 114 3 
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also suggest that it was built by late Roman workmen and is distinctl 
I ly that of certain early Christian churches of Rome. In spite of its 
small size the presence of ch~bers (?) (Pl. 1) on either side of 
the nave if subject to usages such as obtained in early Roman 
churches of similar type, suggests a fairly complex ritual even if 
it were a"parish church", which opinion the writer does not share, 
though he is unable to prove otherwise. The earliest monks positive-
ly known to have come to England are the Benedictines (St. AugustinJ 
6th C.) It seems highly probable that they built and managed their 
first churches. From the Silchester, Reculver, and (pre-Saxon) Brix-
worth fragments of Roman Christian churches and from what little is 
known of the 6th and 7th c. monks the writer conjectures that Brit-
ain's first Christian churches were not what we understand by the 
term "parish church", which does not accord with the popular idea 
that parish churches were the first in England, though neither can 
be conclusively proved at present. An examination of the history 
of Glastonbury Abbey would undoubtedly prove fruitful in this re-
gard. The confusion has probably arisen because of many of the 
earliest having been used as parish churches ever since memory or 
any records can indicate. 
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BRIXWORTH, NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 
In same respects the little Saxon church at Brixworth,l,2,3,4 
Northamptonshire, is the most important in England or, in fact, all, 
of northern Europe since it is the largest and most complete structjl 
ure 6~ the 7th c. extant north of Italy. It is closely related to 
one built by monks in Peterborough and documentary evidence3exists 
showing that they built Brixworth ca. 670. It is constructed or 
brick and other material taken from a aearby Roman structure. The 
masonry is of very coarse rubble, poorly done, as was most Saxon 
work, and therefore is most ~ikely to have been of Roman origin, 
as formerly supposed, though originally Southern in style. (Com-
pare with Silchester , Pls. 1 and 22, also with Reculver5,6, Pl. 2) 
A century ago it was regarded as a simple tri-partite church with 
polygonal apse (~1. 23 B) but since the excavations of 1867 and 
later the form is seen to be as in Pl. 22. Before this work had 
1 J. Britton - Architectural Antiquities v. v, pp. 160 - 164 
2 A. w. Clapham - English Romanesque before the Conquest p. 33 
3 
4 
G. G. 
c. F. 
Ssott - Lectures on Medieval Architecture v II pp 39 4lJ 
Watkins - Tho Baoilica and Basilican Church :f Bri~ort: I 
(186.7) Arch. Jour. LXIX p. 505 
5 A. w. Clapham- op. cit. p. 35 I 
6 c. Baedeker - Great ~ritain (H110) P• 25 I 
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been done Britton~ the early authority, cites copiously to show 
that it must have been actually a Roman work. No one has proved 
that it was not preceeded by one upon the same spot, however. 
Fortunately several photographs, though varying greatly in 
quality, are largely self-explanatory and give one an idea of the 
masonry, (Pl. 26) and general interior, (Pl. 25) and exterior, 
(Pl. 24). The chancel covers a crypt and is polygonal as at Re-
culver. The choir is 30 x 30 ft. and formerly opened into rooms. 
The nave is 30 x 60 ft. and, likewise, opened into the adjoining 
be 
rooms. It is to noted that the clerestory windows are over the 
I\ 
piers rather than, as usual, over the arches. The west tower is 
pierced by four arches and, of course, was originally flanked by 
by a part of the structure now missing. The round stair-well 
against·· its west side is of the lOth c. The extension of the tower 
and the broach spire are of approximately 1300 - 1330 date, accord~ 
ing to Britton. The adjacent rooms were probably 10 - 12 feet wide I 
while the walls of this tiny church are 3 feet 6 inches thickl The 
nave - chancel arch (Pl. 25) is a replacement of one evidently 
semicircular. The"naive disregard" already alluded to is interest-
ingly evinced by the variety of Gothic windows now a part of the 
structure (Pl. 23 A). The roof is fairly modern. 
Aside from the archaeological evidence establishing this 
structure's history there is documentary proof (Bede, Domesday 
Book) that a priest was established here at '~ricklesworde" who hadl 
I 
J. Britton - Architectural Antiquities v. V, pp. 160 - 161 
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24 
a certain relation to the manor of this region some considerable 
time before the Conquest. Though very humble as an architectural 
monument its proven great age gives it a dignity and importance 
archaeologically that dwarfs all Norman and Gothic structures to 
the status of mere grandchildren. It is a fascinating document 
marking the halfway point between the departure of the Romans and 
the coming of the Conqueror. 
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NORMAN CHURCHESl 
The little isolated Kentish parish church at Barfreston2 
{Pls. 31 - 35) is, like that at Stewkley, one of the rare and un-
spoiled treasures in England but even it has not escaped the wierd 
assortment of windows {Pl. 31) with which these stupid seekers 
after "more light~ were often puncturing now venerable walls. Its 
plan and elevations are salt-explanatory. There is good document-
ary ev1dence3 that it and the church at Hartanger were contemporary 
~about the twientieth year of the Conqueror", with the Castle or 
Dover and under its protection. It is now thought to have been re-
paired by the same masons who built the Castle. It is a beautifUl-
ly proportioned structure and its south porta12•3 {Pl. 34) is the 
most sumptuous and elegant Norman work in England of which the 
writer has any knowledge. The character is strikingly similar to 
that of the west portal of Rochester but rather finer. Likewise, 
JJ'Qp:gests 
certain mouldings resemble those at Rochester whiciTAcontemporary, 
probably the same,carvers for both. The tympanum represents Christ 
1 A. W. Clapham - English Romanesque after the Conquest 
pp. 101- 108 
2 J. Britton - Architectural Antiquities v. IV, pp. 20 - 30 
3 It It 
- op. cit. ~22 quotes Halsted's "Kent" (folio) 
v. IV, P• 201 
4 " - op. cit. p. 20 et seq. 
5 A. w. Clapham- op. cit. p. 133, Pl. 29 
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26 II 
in benediction enthroned upon a cloud. This south portal "was the 
most frequented, if not deemed the principal entrance. In every I 
point of view it is elaborate and sumptuous; and if not so extensive 
as the western portal of Rochester, would yet afford greater in-
struction,were it possible to arrive at the full explanation of the 
whole of its sculptured figures"l• As the modern photograph (Pl. 35) 
shows, it is in a fair state of preservation. Another feature of the 
church which marks it as most exceptional are the mural paintings 
upon the chancel walls (P. 33). These were discovered recently2 but 
were destroyed when the church was rebuilt. 3 They were important as 
among the very rare frescoes (late 12th c.) in England's ecclesiast-
leal architecture. The Adoration of the Magi, ladies, and bishops 
were represented. The octagonal "wheel" window is uncommon in Nor-
man and rather suggests early French Gothic. It is the writer's 
conviction that it is in more than one respect the first church in 
England and ranks with Brixworth, Skelton, and Lavenham, among the _ 
greatest of her parochial monuments. It is of the 12th c. 
Another 12th c. church deserves special mention. It is that 
4..!):.6, 7 
at Iffley, Oxfordshire • It is so well known and has been so 
often discussed that much need not be said, especially since excel-
1 J. Britton - Architectural Antiquities v. IV, p. 25 
2 A. w. Clapham - English Romanesque after the Conquest 
p. 147 and Pl. 37 
3 No date given by Clapham- op. cit., p. 147 
4 - 7 See p. 27 
.., 
i' I 
' I, 
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lent plates (36, 37, 39 - 41) 
. . 271 
were available and make its distinguish~~ 
ing features self-evident. There is documentary proof1 {?) that it 
existed prior to the death of Henry II {1189) (Register of Kenilworth 
Priory - Brit. Mus. ) •. Like so many others, it has suffered from 
later alterations and additions (chancel- 13th c.) and from the loss• 
of its Norman transepts and the lowering of its nave roof, now re-
stored. Plate 39 gives the altered (L.) and restored {R.) aspects of 
the fine west front. Its most distinctive features are its very or-
nate and impressive west and south portals, {Pla. 40 & 41) among the 
best of their kind in existence though not of the elegance of that 
at Barfreston {Pl. 34) or of the lively imagination of that at Kil-
peck (Pl. 49). The excellent brief historical account of Britton is 
commended to the reader as affording an inkling of much that was 
thought and said by kings and bishops on churchly matters of this early 
age and with particular reference to this building. 
1 J. Britton- Architectural Antiquities v. V, P• 173 ·(Warton's 
"History of Kiddington" 3rd ed. P• 11) 
From 4 " " - op. cit. v. V, pp. 173 - 174 and Pls. p. 26 
5 A. w. Clapham - English Romanesque after the Conguest 
P• 104 and Plo 20 
6 F. Bond- Gothic Architecture in England p. 29 
7 Variously known as Giveteslei, Yftele, Yeoffley and Eiffley 
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OTHER NORMAN EXAMPLES 
Of the following group of illustrations little will be said, 
they being introduced merely as supplementary material showing the 
various plans, elevations, and ornamental details which so greatly 
enriched English Romanesque architecture and made it the source of 
much that was worth while in later planning. The vigor and resourcJ-
fulness of those early fellows is without comparison and much of 
their lusty enjoyment of a tilting, terrible, joyous world with a 
hereafter of angels and devils to encourage them is left for us to 
enjoy. Where is there anything gayer than that crawling,wriggling, 
squirming doorway of Kilpeckl Church or the comic strip surrounding 
it? (Pl. 49) 
The little church at Stewkley~,3 Buckinghamshire (Pl. 42) is 
strikingly similar to that at Iffley, already discussed, but has 
suffered little alteration (roof lowered). It is tr~artite with 
central tower but without evidence, so far as could be learned, of 
any former transepts as at Iffley. Though not at all impressive it 
is a remarkably good, well preserve~ example in practically its 
1 Royal Commission on Historical Monuments - Herefordshire 
v. I, Pl. 169 
2 J. Britton - Architectural Antiquities - v. II, pp. 7 - 9 
v. V, P• 173 
3 Stivecle. 
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original state, of ndd 12th c. Norman. Its historyt like that 
ot the church next mentioned, is a very colorful one involving a 
host of medieval celebrities. 
st. Peter's2t 3 Northampton (Pls. 43- 46) still remains 
practically untouched since the 12th c. It is larger than Stewkley 
and deserves to be noted for its spacious and rather impressive 
aisled nave and chancel (Pl. 45) torndng a unified rectangular 
structure of the simplest form, unusual at any period of English 
church architecture and particularly in Norman times. Its scale, 
too, is excellent. The habit of placing a tower at the west end 
was not common in larger Norman churches of this period. Likewise, 
the semi-cylindrical tower buttresses are, the writer believes, 
unique in Norman ecclesiastical architecture. As already hinted, 
its history is one of blood and tears and great rejoicing --- it 
was the only church tor miles around which provided sanct-
uary tor persons accused of crime. 
Likewise, as regards ordeals, " ' it was the privilege of 
1 J. Britton - (Architectural Antiquities) Ref: Dugdale -
"Antiquities ot Warwickshire" ed. 1657 P• 157 
I 
I 
I 
2 " " - op. cit. v. II, PP• 13 - 14 & v. v, PP• 178 - 180 
3 c. Baedeker - Great Britain (1910) P• 269 
II 
I _  _ _ _ ----~c- c ~cc==c =c==~c~===~-===~=~c= ==== ====c-====-=-==-= ====== , =~===Ji=====~ _ 
I 
I 
i 
:I 
' 
,, 
! 
I 
I I i I 
t 
~ 
I. 
I 
~ j 
il 
II 
'I I, 
!! 
II 
--~-------·---· -- ---- ---- ------------------ ------
--- -- ----~--- -- -------------------- ---------- -
30 
this church, that a person accused of any crime, intending to 
clear himself by canonical purgation, should do it here, and in no 
other place of the town, having first performed his vigil and 
prayers in the said church the evening before'2" 1,3. 
Though the beautiful little church at Castle Rising,4-7 
Norfolk, is not in itself extraordinary it deserves special mention. 
I 
It has suffered, like thousands of others, from incongruous ad-
ditions of later date (Early English door, lancet windows in the 
east end, etc. (Pl. 47}} and from the loss of its two typical Nor-
man transepts. But in recent years the church has been appreciated 
and restored. The excuse for including it here is that its west 
front (Pl. 48} is one of the mast famous and (to the writer} one 
of the most beautiful Romaneeque facades to be found. It is strik-
ingly similar to several in Normandy but is not, the writer be-
lieves, duplicated in England. According to Britton8 this front 
was built by the famous Odo, Bishop of Bayeux, a brother of William 
. I. 
1 J. Britton- Architectural Antiquities v. II, p. 13 
2 "Bridge's 'History of Northamptonshire'" v. I, p. 445 
3 R. Willis - Survey of Cathedrals v. II, p. 50 
4 J. Britton- op. cit. v. V1 p. 175 
5 T. Rickman - Specimens of Architectural Remains v. I, P• 5 
6 F. Bond - Gothic Architecture in England p. 29 
7 
8 
c. Baedeker - Great Britain (1910) PP• 495 - 496 
Note: Britton - op. cit. P• 175 - The author states that Odo, 
"friend of William, Duke of Normandy," in return for help in 
l 
i: 
Duke of Normandy. This would serve to date it as late 11th c. 
work. The edifice is thought to have been originally a conventual 
church. 
the conquest of England, was rewarded by the latter with the earl-
dom of Xent and, among other lands, an estate of Rising, in Nor-
folk. "We may safely refer the original building to him,(Odo} al-
though subsequent Lords might have added t~ or enlarged it. The 
western front, at least, may be ascribed to Odo; but the eastern 
end is of the first Pointed style. The church was cr~ciform in 
plan with a tower in the centre, but the transept is nearly all 
destroyed." (Britton's work was published in 1835) 
I 
l 
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ROUND CHURCHES 
During the Norman and Early English periods an unique type, 
the round church, was being built. Obviously unrelated structural-
longed to the Knights Templer. Nearly all were dedicated to st. · 
Sepulchre and are founded on the Church ot the Holy Sepulchre at 
Jerusalem. But three were or have become parish churches. The 
smallest. which has been destroyed,was at West Thurock. Essex. A 
commentary upon the two remaining examples is given below. 
St. Sepulchre's Church,1,2 Cambridge, (Pls. 50 - 52) is dis-
tinctly the more important and is one of the tew early churches 
dated. Its chancel was built in 1313 and its deed is inscribed, 
"dat. apud Cantebr. die Dmica prox. post testie St. Valentine 
Martiris An. Dni. M,CCC,XIII "3• The original structure has 
been changed and injured many times; the tower containing two tiers1 
I 
1 A. w. Clapham - English Romanesque attar the Conquest 
PP• 109 - 112 
2 J. »ritton - Architectural Antiquities v. I, PP• 43 - 45 & 
v. III, P• 96 
3 
" " 
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of unlike windows was added already in Edward II's reign (1307 -
1327}. The building is distinguished for its fine,accurate workman-
ship which, even with our modern tools and methods, would be rarely 
equalled, the bonding and facing being very precisely done. As seen: 
(Pl. 50) the walls are very massive and the whole structure express-~ 
es per-manence, security and simple dignity, though hardly giving an 
impression of beauty. From its workmanship one would infer that it 
had been built by a very wealthy organization. 
The other example, st. Sepulchre's, Northampton1•2•3 (Pls. 53 
- 56) is thought to have been built in the late 12th c. by the 
Knights Templa~ but no proofs of any kind exist for this statement. 
It is of much more massive construction than the Cambridge churcho 
The writer does not agree with Britton as to its late Norman origin 
because of the presence of two tiers of small fragments of what 
would now be recognized as Saxon windows (Pl. 54). Massive circular 
Norse citadel-churches are found in several localities in Denmark 
(Helgoland) and the Danes and Saxons(?) built round towers in East 
eating glimpse of a 12th c.(?) church and its adaptation to 20th c.i 
I 
2 C. Baedeker - Great Britain (1910) PP• 270 - 271 
I 
I 
1 j. Britton - Architectural Antiquities v. I, p. 52 
3 A. W. Clapham - English Romanesque after the Conquest pp. 109-ld 
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worship. It has no triforium and clerestory as has 
~---·· 'l (now) the one at Cambridge. 
II 
, I 
--- --~~-·-- -------··---·-· -·· ----··--- -------------- ------
---- ··- --------------------------- --·- ---
EARLY ENGLISH CHURCEFS 
The great 13th - 14th c. period with its stirring times 
made its impression upon architecture as upon everything else. 
Many churches, great and small, were started; ambitious schemes 
and grandiose ideas were acted upon. But. as one might expect, 
where emotion and particularly the religious fervor of a chivalric 
age were the motivations, their enthusiasms soon cooled, were re-
directed or cut off by war or the Black Death (1349). Hence the 
many unfinished examples of Early English or the "Lancet" style 
are seldom found except in combination with the later prevailing 
14th c. Gothic. It is partly for this reason and partly because 
of a dearth of good illustrations that the period of much building, 
1300 - 1450, is not well represented here, it having been the 
writer's policy to include for discussion only works completely or 
almost completely in a given style. Nondescript buildings with win-
dows and other fragments dating all the way from late Norman to 
Victorian times are very abundant and, though often colorful and 
romantic amid "charming graveyards" usually afford but little of 
architectural interest of any one style. 
I 
I 
Of the really ambitious accomplishments in Gothic, of course, 
one has many beautiful examples such as Salisbury Cathedral, Henry , 
! 
VII's Chapel, and King's College Chapel, all perfectly "pure", eac~ 
! 
of its own style, and each magnificent--- but these are not parish 
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churches. Likewise, several abbey and priory churches and chapels I 
beautifully representative of a given style are to be found. 
Among the latter Bishop Skirlaw's Chapel is one of singular grace 
and beauty and of unusual workmanship but this, too, is outside 
the scope of this paper. 
(In Sharpe's listl or"principal buildings" or all periods 
there are, among the parish churches, 14 Saxon, no Norman, 2 Nor-
man.transitional, no "Lancet", 1 "Geometrical" (part or structure) 
10 "Curvilinear".) 
Two examples of Early English work deserve special mention. 
One is the beautiful little church of All Saints, Skelton,2•3,4,5 
Yorkshire (Pls. 57 - 59). It is one of the very rare examples or 
any period which is both of fine design and workmanship and has 
been discreetly left alone by all who have since been connected 
with it. A good plan of the building was not to be procured. Also, 
the writer greatly regrets not having been able to obtain into~ 
ation {Yorkshire) from the voluminous and authoritative tomes or 
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' "'·" •••• { '• ~ '' ~' ' 0 ~h, a 
l 
I 
uz::&J 
..--- __ ............,._ _______ . 
!; -
I! 
I 
I' 
.I! 
ii 
II 
;j 
il 
!I 
--------- c:c=-c:·::c.H=--· 
37 
the ~oyal Commission on Historical Monuments", an invaluable 
(though uncompleted) work. Nevertheless, the'lithographs are 
largely self-explanatory and show a very simple rectangular 
structure with a little crowning bell-cote, the long lancets and 
the refined yet vigorous, deep mouldings of the south portal, the 1! 
details of which are but faintly reminiscent of the style preval-
those 
ent a century earlier. It is one of architectural jewels 
A 
for which1 
one would make a long journey. 
The other example is the nave of the parish church or 
;, 
I! 
11 
II 
st. Mary at Madley,lnerefordehire (Pls. 60 and 61). As the plan I[ 
II 
clearly shows, the building is one of those conglomerate struct-
urea embracing nearly eight hundred years of afterthoughts. The 
interior view shows the nave which,to the writer, is one of ex-
ceptional beauty, combining the great essentials of good art. 
This is,fn its eastern part early and, near the observer, late 
13th c. Gothic and opens into a polygonal chancel of 14th c. work. 
The structure is of sandstone and is of very picturesque exterior, 
quite lacking in the fine unity of impression afforded in the 
Though practically no data except one old engraving could 
be obtained onffBishop Canning's Church"2 near Devizes, in Wilt-
1 Royal Commission on Historical Monuments - Herefordshire 
v. II, PP• 191 et seq. 
2 J.cBritton- Architectural Antiquities v. IV, p. 93 
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38 
shire, it is plainly one of the loveliest churches of ca. 1300 -
1350, though Britton thinks it dates tram Henry II's reign (1154 -
1189). It is ot the cruciform type with aisled nave and central 
tower with spire. Both the nave and chancel are vaulted. No plan 
or elevations were available. 
l 
,] 
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LATER GOT".d!C CHURCHES 
The heterogeny of styles produced during a millenium of i 
,I 
English parochial architecture culminated in the magnificent church~ 
i 
es of the 14th and 15th c. in the west, particularly in Somerset, 
and in the northeast, especially in Lincolnshire, Norfolk and sur-
folk. 
Before discussing the two great eastern churches of Boston 
and tavenham the writer wishes to mention three late Gothic towers ' 
of singular beauty and elegance. l That at Evercreech, Somerset 
(Pl. 6~) he finds to be tho finest of its type in existence. It 
belongs to the late 14th - 15th c. of which many similar examples 
were erected also in Gloucestershire and Worcestershire. The re-
fined and impressive spire or st. Nicholas' Church2 in King's Nor-
~, Worcestershire (Pl. 63} illustrates this similarity insofar 
I 
as the tower portion is concerned. Turning to the east, one of the 
loftiest spires in England, that of Louth~ in Lincolnshire (294ft.) 
(Pl. 64) affords a striking contrast to the west country work. At- i 
tention is called to the ornamental(?) flying-buttresses, character~ 
istic of the following church tower at Boston and others of this 
----------------------------------------------
1 F. J. Allen - Great Church Towers or England p~. 43 - 44 
2 
3 
J. Johnson- Reliques of Ancient English Architecture (Plate 
only - unnumbered} 
J. Britton - Architectural Antiquities v. IV, PP• l - 7 
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region. Then, turning to Lavenham, a still greater contrast is 
met in the stern,fortress-like solidity. These are a far cry in-
deed from the carpenter-like Saxon masonry of the lOth c. (Pl. 28) 
·• 
\. 
II 
BOSTON, LDiCOINSHIRE 
The history1 of the church of st. Boto1ph2 ' 3 ' 4 ' 5 ' 6 at 
Boston antedates that of the existing structure by at least seven 
hundred years, St. Botolph having been aa abbot of the ?th c. The 
earlier church was a part of the Benedictine Abbey of st. Mary, 
York, to which it had been donated by the then Earl of Brittany, 
Alan Rufus, during the latter part of the 11th c. It was later 
forfeited to Edward IV (1461 - 1483) in order to obtain a certain 
grant of money from the Duke of Lancaster. The wealthy order of 
rid 
the Knights of st. JOhn of Jerusalem had~itse1f of much,property, 
~ part of which (in Leicestershire) they had bartered for this 
41 
church and it v1as "so ordained in 1480 by 'rhomus Rotherham, Bishop 
of Lincoln, with the king's consent",7 It is apparent that it was 
begun long before if the following account by a Dr. Stewkeley from 
an old folio is to be trusted {l?l5)e:-
1 The fact that this church is architecturally unique and of im-
portance and that much of its history is known has seemed to 
justify the inclusion of this brief historical preface. 
2 J. Britton - Architectural Antiquities v. IV PP• 86 - 92 
3 F. Bond - English Church Architecture v. I pp .. 
4 " II - Gothic Architecture in England PP• 80 et seq. 
5 F. J, Allen - Great Church Towers of England P.! 133 
6 c. Baedeker - Great Britain (1910} pp. 481&. lvii 
? J, Britton- op. cit. v. IV P• 87 
8 
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"'The west prospect of Boston steeple and church, the foundation 
'whereof on ye Uonday after :Palm-sunday, .An.0 1309, in ye 3rd 
1 f d d e 2nd b · b year o E war y was egun y many rainers, & continued 
'till Midsum er 1follgt when they was deeper than y8 haven by 
'5 foot , where they found a bed of stone upon a spring of sand 
'&. that upon a bed of clay whose thickness: cou'd not be k:no;vn. 
'Upon the Monday next after the Feast of St. John Baptt, was 
'laid the 1st stone by Dame Margery Tilney, upon w0 h she l&id 
tJ.. 5 sterlg • sr John Truetdale then Parson of Basten gave~ 5 
'more, & Richd Stevenson a Mercht of Boston gave alsoaf 5, w0 h 
l 
'wa:3 all y6 gifts given at thut time '" 
The ubove is rather perplexing as 1 t is definitely lmown 
that the large west window of the nave was opened into the tower 
v;all (see Pl., 65) the latter haYing been added after the nave was 
built, yet the 3tyle or the building ia, uccording to Britton2 and 
others , perhap3 half a century later than the above date (1309). 
Was the tower foundation sturted first and then completed after 
the main structure? Was it built sepnrately and ~hen tho na'Ve 
later extended to meet it? From the construction of the eaet tower 
Hall and remembering other instances of thi:s practice the writer i:sl 
inclined to this view. West towor:s were frequently later additions 
prior to the 15th c. whon in new churches they wcr~ then incorp-
1 J. Britton- Architectural .Antiquities v. IV pp .. 89 - 90 
ibid. :P• 91 I 
I. --------
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orated in the original design. 
As has already been pointed out, English parish churches, lik 
English cathedrals, are in many instances unique in some one major 
respect. st. Botplph's is no exception. It is the largest parish 
church of its type (aisled nave - unaisled chancel; see Pls.· 11-@ 
and 68) in England and one of the finest. Its masonry is generally 
of excellent quality, particularly that of the tower whose found-
ations extend far down beneath the river. Since Britton wrote (ca. 
1835) serious weakening of the tower has resulted in great danger 
ot its collapse and in the first quarter of our century, it was 
repaired at great cost, the citizens of Boston, v~ssachusetts, con-
tributing liberally. The last stage of the tower was not completed j 
for many years (hence the name "Stump'' which has since clung to it), 
though, from an examination of the upper stone-work, it is believed 
that a spire was originally intended. A much-admired though rather 
incongruous octagonal lantern now tops the tower (note useless fly-
ing buttresses). These lanterns are to be found on several church-
es of this eastern moorland region (Cathedral of Ely) and were act-
ually used as beacons for seamen and for travellers on the moors 
during the Middle Ages. 
The more important dimensions of the building are: total 
length 282ft. 6 in.-- tower 40ft. 3 in., nave 155ft. 5 in., 
chancel 86ft. 10 in., height of nave (to ceiling) 61ft., height 
of tower 262 ft. g in. A scrutiny of Pls. 67 and 68 will afford an 
idea of its construction. 
A good engraving or photograph showing clearly the essential 
---·-· ---- ----~ ----
.. - --- --------·--
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features of the interior could not be found. However, both the nave 'i 
I 
:I 
and chancel have been badly mutilated. Its roof, as on most parish 'I !: 
II 
churches, is of wooden beams and rather flat while the aisle roofs I\ 
·I 
are arched to meet the clerestory walls though these roofs were also 1 1 
once flat with beautifully decorated (and, it is thought, painted) I! 
panels. Likewise, the vandalism which stripped away its many brass-!\ 
•! 
es, as there were many graves under the nave, was also accompanied 
by terrible mutilation of the choir, whose exquisitely carved stall•, 
'i 
canopies were cut off and whose desks, likewise of carved wood-work 'l 
II I 
of rare craftsmanship, have been painted. Some intelligent restor- !1 
I: I ation is believed to have been done in recent years and it is hoped 
li 
that paint removers have used discretion. None of the original ram- \I 
ous stained glass remains and it is feared that the result has given'[ II 
!I 
the crowning touch of ugliness to a once beautiful interior long j\ II 
:I 
since the victim of a series of stupid deeds. li 
The English seem always to hate going in at a great west port-JI 
al (even when there is one) if there is a little one at the side I 
through which they can go in unobtrusively. There is, thus, the be- \ I 
il 
loved south porch1 at Boston under which is a cistern for rain waterli 
"'il 
------------------------:1 
1 The writer has made an interesting collection of explanations asl 
I 
to why the preferred main portal was so often in the "south porch" 1
1 
in English churches, great and small, but even a resume would be mucJI 
too long to include here --- and more properly belonging to a mono-. !I 
II 
'I 
graph on church doors. !j 
I, 
:i 
il 
il 
,j 
_;! -·--·- --·---------- -·-· 
- ~ i 
:I 
II 
I 
-- --- -
--- -- ----
very precious in a salt-marshland devoid of springs& 
its door • 
45 
Pl. 69· shows 
With all the maltreatment which it has suffered st. Botolph's 
stands alone, austere and overpowering in its bleak moorland hamlet 
once a thriving medieval seaport, one of England's busiest, in the 
days when its people wanted a great church and knew how to build it 
-- -· -·--------·---- ----
--··--- ---------- ----------- --· ·-··---· -·-- -· ---·- --- ----------··-
-· - ------------·----
-- -· - -
li LA VENHAM, SUFFOLK 
Certainly one of the largest and nest impressive parish 
churches of all England and, to the v.rri ter, one of sineular beauty, 11 
i] 
!j 
lj 
1 2 3 is that dedicated to Sts. Peter and Paul at La.venhara, ' 1 Suffolk, 
-------------------------------- --------
(Pln. 70 - 72). It was built in 1480 - 1530 by the Earl of Oxford, 
John de Vere, and the wealthy Spring family( East Anglian wool deal-l 
chapel 
church's south is a. memorial, while the north 
1\ 
ors) of which the 
chapel was built for T. Branch and his wife, both ca. 1530. The 
build{ng is about 200 ft. long and 68 ft. wide, its colossal but 
unfinished tower4of 141 ft. containing a great peal of_ eight bells 
(the largest weighing 2300 lbs~). Objection is often raised to 
this out-of-scale tower which is at once seen to be far larGer pro-
portionately than is found elsewhere. 
The nave, of six bays, is very lofty with one of the best 
roofs in England and extends (96ft.) about half the length of the 
church. There is the almost inevitable south porch. The whole 
of 
structure has been made with great skill and care and isAfine flat-
faced black flint m&sonry with limestone quoins, reveals, mouldings, 
etc., its steel-hard and beautifully patterned exterior charming to 
look upon and coldly defying time and the elements~ { It is much 
1 T. H. Bryant - English Country Churches - Suffolk 
vol. 1 PP• 84 - 87 
2 F. Bond - English Church Architecture voJ..l P• 178 
3 " - Gothic Architecture in EnGland PP• 753 et seq. 
4 F. J. Allen - Great Church Towers of England P• 188 - 189 
,I 
I 
I 
I 
i! ,, 
II il 
\I 
:I 
ii 
II 
II 
II ,, 
ii 
d ,, 
i! 
II 
:; 
!I 
--;~-- -
I· 
- -
- ··--····-----~-------·-···----------- ----
,j 
ll 
II 
II !I 
:I 
il 
! ,, 
II 
I' jl 
! 
., 
II 
! 
regretted that a good plan could not be obtained; the type is 
poorly represented in Pl. 8 ). 
The church is on a bare knoll overlooking the bleak, open 
country of many Viking raids and, in its comparative isolation, 1. 
presents a solemn and austere spectacle of truly classic beauty. 
One likes to think that it will endure for countless centuries. 
It is one of the most distinguished monuments of the Perpendicular 
that finest and cuil1inating period of English Gothic archi-
tecture., 
The writer does not share the opinion of those who point to 
late Gothic as the decadent and devitalized remnant. To be sure, 
such awful creations as Bath Abbey Church and the interior of the 
Divinity School at Oxford support this view. But when one selects 
any single early Gothic work, even the gem-like Skelton or Salis-
bury Cathedral, and compares it with that classic temple, the 
crowning jewel of English Gothic, King's College Chapel in Cam-
bridge, what is there left to say? Go and see them. 
Cambridge, 1.:Ussachusetts 
April, 1936 
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